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"Learning to Read Through the arts" had as its target 
popniation 130 Title I eligible children ages 10 to 12 who wete 
performing at least two years beIow grade level in reading. Student — 
eg was based on-standardized achievement test scores. The 

program focused on the improvement of reading skills through A 
motivating pupil interests. Supplementary workshops in the arts, : * 
(dance, theater, music, painting, sculpture, mixed media, drawing, 

. printmaking, .puppetry, qrafts, film aaking, and others) were closely 
,corpelated with the reading program. Weekly field trips supplemented 
the,instructional program. A workshop was provided for parents. Based 
on The evaluator's site visits and California Ackieverent Test 
results, the prograa” succeeded in serving the needs of the 130 . 
enrolled students. Host of the recommendations sade ip a previous 
evaluation of the program were implemented: i.e., the’ program was 
expanded to more aays of the week, the program was emulated by other. 
schools, a workshop in crafts and communications and a parents* 
“workshop were included, emphasis continued to bé on self discovery, 

- and, more materials were obtained. The program improved the enrolled £ 
students' reading Skills, iicreased their artistic interest, and 
improved their‘motivation to read. (Author/Ja&) : - 
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+ EVALUATION REPORT 


ee GUGGENHEIM MUSEUM CHILDREN ‘8 “PROGRAM 
‘ LEARNING TO READ THROUGH THE. ARTS, 


SCHOOL YEAR 1974=-1975 XK ; 
nates a 


DR, ‘DAN BERGER 


gett An evaluation of a New York City School di 
- ‘ educational project funded, under Title I of 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act.of 196 
(PL 89-10) @erformed for the Board-‘of Educatid 
of the City of New York for the 5974-25 school 


year, 


US DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH , at ; F 
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BOARD. OF COUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK , 
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“ he’ third evaluation objective was to determine the extenty 


to which the program, a8 actually carried ‘out coincided with th 


€ 
"program as deecribed in the Project Peeronals This objective was: 


: “evaluated oy several site visits, 


CHAPTER IIIs FINDINGS 
é 


‘ 


“te Evaluation Objective #it To determine whether as a result 


of participation in the program, -the reading total grade equivalent 
and mathematics grade equivalent (concepts) of. the Pupils will: gh Ww 


a statistically significant difference between the real posttest 


score and the anticipated Bparteny score, / t 


The ‘resulte of “the statistical analysis, a8 discussed in 


: Chapter II and presented in MIR, form 30A appended to this report, 


indicated that there was a significant improvenent in reading cored, . 


The mean post test reading gerade equivalent (3,12) surpassed base \ 
* predicted grade quivalent (2,67), ata significant level (Corr, t =e 


’ 


2.775 PSL), 7 
: As explained in Chapter Il the math congept: raw sdore, rathes 
than gerade equivalent: was ui used in the statistical analysis, - The 
results indicated that the mean math posttest score . Aire 51) was , ‘ 
significantly gréater (corr, t = 1,72, p$.05) than’ the pretest score 
(10.56), when evatuerns by-a one tail test of statistical, significance, 


. These antigens were based on the results of. only, 85 (reading) 


(math) students, A total of acca mrnder ts enrolled in the 


. As students ‘dropped out ae were tepiaved with 


5 2 - 4 
ed le 8 


os ee : re - 
‘others in order to keep the register at 130; boss specified in 


’ 


the project ‘proposal, 15 etidents, were absent on the day’ of the 


.pretests. The home=school . grades: of. five students” were hot 


f 


. reported; 25 students were absent for the,reading posttest, and 


26 were absent from the math posttest. 


4 


2: Evaluation Obvjective #2: This objective was dropped from \, 


the evaluation, degign. The reasons forMdoing E-Te) were discussed 


on 


. 


in Chapter II. — oad ‘ . Vie Ja Ba 8 - 2 
° ee Pes , a i 
% 3, Evaluation Objective #31 To determine the alec to which = 


tthe program as actually carried out, coincided with the program 


as described in the project Proposal.” 


‘The evaluator observed ‘approximately 25 classes An séssion, 


and one parents’ workshop ane concluded that the program appeared 


to be implemented as Andicated Jin the project proposal.. At the 


various. class sessions it was observed that students were parti- 


cipating in art relaged activities, and itt was e ident that as part 


of Shedivdearaing’ experience they were bette taug t reading | and 


nathenatical skills. ” Vocabulary. Lists pertaining : “to specific arte. 
| 


ee 


were evident in all rooms.” Measurement of jmaterials and supplies 


* was pert of the pastiting workshop. in a chin ‘making Class, pridr 


to beginning a new project, students Liste the related words. 


(he. » parts” ‘of camera arid rim, making techniqués to be used), and ‘ate 


read aloud. the. dinections they. ad planned ange wrote with ‘the help 


v. 
asse’s. observed; the learning a? 


In the readin 


of the teacher, 


experience focused. “eftirely -on rei Hing, tat, ir parts used artistic?’ 


TS 9 & 


ecncepts asa teaching medium. ; . 
An area of aifficulty was what appeared to be an i 
” excessive amount of aéting die among certain students. These 
game students also had a tendency to be absent more often than 
‘others, and/or “roaming thé halle” and disturting the work of 
otter students. During the deyeral site visits the ne of 
students in a classroom was ‘generally balow the 17’ specified, in 
" the proposal, for the reasons indicated above. 
frhese problems were relatively new to the Guggenheim pro- 

gram and came about, in ‘the opinion of the project director, because 
_ of the expansion from an after school program to one starting at 


1:00. Many schools, apparently, sent their "discipline problems” 


in an effort to get them out of the schos). and. in an environment where 


they could possitly benefit more than ing standard classroom. As 
these problems ‘became evident the program staff undertook a number 
‘of measures, successfully reduced .classroom disruption and fostered 
an environment more conducive to learning. Hall patrols were 
. trical tuted and an entrance /ext%. system set up that minimized 
“roaming the halls", A."quiet room” was designated where more 
serious problem students were sent for part of the day. In the 
Foom, such students were given controlled, directéd activities 
and special attention to their problems. In some cases the home 


r 
or school was contacted and asked to assist in resolving the 
3 : 


Eugenes s difficulties. 
? The success of these efforts was evident - later site 
; ‘visite when the noise level was found :to be significantly less 


and classroom disruptions vileaiay eliminated .- 


/ . : i 


’ 


5 . 
“4, The: tediiitics for the program were not adequate, valis . 


were made of plywood, electrical outlets were at a. premiux ead 


- washing and: toilet feciiities were significantly below “the Se 


ey 


ares found "e the New York City Schools, ° 
+ + . Eat > Sa are 3. 


‘ ‘5, The recommendations from the last prior study weres 
f 
« (a)> expand the program to- more days of the week’ and thereby 


serve more ‘students wf 


(>): the program ve “emulated “by: other schools 


_ (ce) include workshop in crafts and communications and 


(4) a parents’ workshop 
oN 


{e) obtain and display original works of art 
“(f) “continue to place emphasia on self discovery 


‘(g), obtain more materials, 
aera 7. ‘ a . y 


~The program has been expanded, Yut net to the degree récom- 


. 


* mended .because of the lack o# funds, Original. works of art cannot 
ae : ~ ana: 
‘ be obtained and displayed because $f the lack of security and cae 


oe . ; 
indurance coverage, All “other recommendations have been. implemented, 
ee . % . ‘ 


6. *Baged on the site vieits and test results, it is the opinion * 

of, the, eygluator that, the program serves the remedial needs of : 

. u 30. ‘enrolled students who were 2 or ae years below grade : 
Reiiee sp Péading. _ it oppeared to improve their reading skills, 


"ysérienst their artistig interest and improve ‘their motivation’ to 


“ 


CHAPTER IV’ SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS ‘AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 


1 Te ‘ : ae, cree 
The’ results of the test analyses indicated significant . 
. improvement in reading and mathematical concepts skills. ‘Site... 


visite indicated that the program was implemented as planned. 


_ Discipline, ypoor facilities, ,and a teridency for some students to. 3 


\ : : 

* walk in and out of their rooms, or to Se absent. were, found’ to 
be. problems. , : . Pa . 

Rased “on the aes in Chapter III the following recon-- 


‘mendations are madet pai 


1. The program should be continued and expanded to serve . 


more students, This expansion should be in the form of. a larger 


‘site and_ an increase in the number: ‘of days the progtan is in 
* operation. : 7 } gi. te 
2. The facilities of the progran need to | be significantly *. 
Amproved. Standard rather than temporary plywood walls. should ve 
” used; wash-up and toilet 7co need to be” upgraded “More: 
eiavtriont outlets need to be nade avai Table. on 


3 Careful screening of progran applicants, should sa insti- 


sepannaagient problems, 
4, 


on n proliation for the firet few weeks. Those, vitro sin the opinion 


5. 

“tit to deal with the discipline problens should : “he a e-: ne 
if wercanted next year, . 

6, an additional reading teacher ghiowld | ve‘hired to serve 
ae Students and also to act as a Feacurce ergon tor’ tne | Art - 
workshop staff, This _person ‘would “meet regularly with staff. 

_ members and aid in developing reading materials for the agitahope, 

7. ‘Increase the hours of the social worker 0 she may. megt 
with the children as well as_ with the parents and staff, 

8, Limit the dance workshops to a ‘single workshop instead Wins 


_ of a double one. § F) 


9, Include workshops for the apprentices, 


